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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-August 7, 1992 
THE HOUSE WAS NOT IN SESSION TODAY. ITS 

NEXT MEETING WILL BE HELD ON MONDAY, 
AUGUST 10, 1992, AT 12 NOON. 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 5487 
Pursuant to the order of August 7, 

1992, Mr. WHITTEN submitted the fol­
lowing conference report and state­
ment on the bill (H.R. 5487) making ap­
propriations for Agriculture, rural de­
velopment, Food and Drug Administra­
tion, and related agencies programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
1993, and for other purposes: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 102-815) 

The committee of conference on the dis­
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
5487) making appropriations for Agriculture, 
rural development, Food and Drug Adminis­
tration, and related agencies programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1993, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend­
ments numbered 3, 5, 10, 31, 38, 41, 42, 43, 48, 
57, 71 , 75, 76, 78, 82, 86, 88, 91, 92, 95, 96, 97, 103, 
109, 118, 122, 123, and 124. 

That the House recede from its disagree­
ment to the amendments of the Senate num­
bered 9, 12, 13, 20, 22, 26, 30, 32, 33, 34, 39, 44, 
45, 49, 50, 51, 61, 62, 65, 66, 70, 77, 84, 85, 87, 89, 
90, 100, 108, 111, 113, 115, 116, and 121, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $81,004,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $2,720,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows : 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $1 ,750,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $56,221 ,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 28, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $714,551 ,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $712,926,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $40,272,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 37. and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $22,816,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 40, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $13,783,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $427,011,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 53, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $337,699,000; · and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $122,532,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $199 ,034,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 56, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $2,563 ,354 ,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbere.d 58: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 58, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $88,000,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 60, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $158,030,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 63, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $22,405,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
. bered 64, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $3,000,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 68, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $390,000,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 79, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $404,746,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 81, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $4,242,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 93, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $12,389,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 94: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 94, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $3,423,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 104: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
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be red 104, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $28,115,357,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 107, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $45,280,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 110, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $342,003,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 112, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $40,000,000; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: 
That the House recede from its disagree­

ment to the amendment of the Senate num­
bered 117, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment insert: $147,734,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

The committee of conference report in dis­
agreement amendments numbered 2, 4, 6, 7, 8, 
15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 23, 24, 27, 35, 46, 47, 59, 67, 
69, 72, 73, 74, 80, 83, 98, 99, 101, 102, 105, 106, 114, 
119, and 120. 

JAMIE L. WHITTEN, 
MATTHEW F. MCHUGH, 
WILLIAM H. NATCHER, 
RICHARD J. DURBIN, 
MARCY KAPTUR, 
DAVID E. PRICE, 
R.J. MRAZEK, 
NEAL SMITH, 
JOE SKEEN, 
JOHN T. MYERS, 
VIN WEBER, 
BARBARA F . VUCANOVICH, 
JOSEPH M. MCDADE, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

QUENTIN N. BURDICK, 
DALE BUMPERS, 
TOM HARKIN, 
BROCK ADAMS , 
WYCHE FOWLER, Jr., 
J. ROBERT KERREY, 
ROBERT C. BYRD, 
THAD COCHRAN, 
ROBERT W. KASTEN, Jr., 
ARLEN SPECTER, 
DON NICKLES, 
CHRISTOPHER s. BOND, 
MARK 0. HATFIELD, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF 
THE COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

The managers on the part of the House and 
Senate at the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 5487) making 
appropriations for Agriculture, Rural Devel­
opment, Food and Drug Administration, and 
Related Agencies programs for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 1993, and for other 
purposes, submit the following joint state­
ment to the House and Senate in explanation 
of the effect of the action agreed upon by the 

managers and recommended in the accom­
panying conference report. 

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTIVES 

The conferees agree that executive branch 
wishes cannot substitute for Congress· own 
statements as to the best evidence of con­
gressional intentions-that is, the official re­
ports of the Congress. The conferees further 
point out that funds in this Act must be used 
for the purposes for which appropriated, as 
required by section 1301 of title 31 of the 
United States Code, which provides: "Appro­
priations shall be applied only to the objects 
for which the appropriations were made ex­
cept as otherwise provided by law. " 

Report language included by the House 
which is not changed by the report of the 
Senate, and Senate report language which is 
not changed by the conference are approved 
by the committee of conference. The state­
ment of the managers, while repeating some 
report language for emphasis, does not in­
tend to negate the language referred to 
above unless expressly provided herein. 

TITLE I-AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS 
PRODUCTION, PROCESSING, AND MARKETING 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

The conferees note that of the $1,750,000,000 
appropriated for disaster assistance in 1992, 
$755,000,000 has not been made available to 
farmers because the President has not re­
quested its release. These funds are available 
for disasters in 1990, 1991, and 1992. During 
these years, disasters have struck farmers in 
nearly every part of the country. The con­
ferees strongly urge the Secretary of Agri­
culture to request the President to release 
the remaining funds as soon as possible in 
order to assist farmers facing financial hard­
ships. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEES (USDA) 

The conference agreement does not ear­
mark funding for USDA Advisory Commit­
tees. The distribution of these funds is left to 
the discretion of the Secretary. The con­
ferees expect the Secretary to advise the 
Committees on Appropriations as to the 
level provided each advisory committee. 

The conferees believe the Agricultural 
Science and Technology Review Board is an 
essential component of the Joint Council on 
Food and Agricultural Sciences, as described 
in section 1605 of the Food, Agriculture, Con­
servation, and Trade Act of 1990. The con­
ferees, therefore, urge the Review Board to 
be implemented as a part of the Joint Coun­
cil should the Secretary decide to continue 
the operation of the Joint Council. 
NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS SERVICE 

Amendment No 1: Appropriates $81,004,000 
for the National Agricultural Statistics 
Service instead of $80,941 ,000 as proposed by 
the House and $81,066,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Included in the amount are funds to con­
duct a sheep-on-feed report. The conferees 
expect the Department to maintain compila­
tion for and production of all reports and 
publications that were issued in 1992. 

ALTERNATIVE AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH AND 
COMMERCIALIZATION 

Amendment No. 2: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum named in said amend­
ment, insert: $7,250,000. 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$7,250,000 for Alternative Agricultural Re­
search and Commercialization instead of 
$4,500,000 as proposed by the House and 
$10,000,000 to the Revolving Fund as proposed 
by the Senate. The conference agreement 
provides for the designation of two centers. 

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE 

The Senate report directs the Agricultural 
Research Service to use available funds to 
conduct a site analysis for the construction 
of an aquaculture research center. The con­
ferees agree that work may be continued on 
this project within the fiscal year 1992 fund­
ing level for the project. 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 

Amendment No. 3: Appropriates $34,514,000 
for Federally owned facilities of the Agricul­
tural Research Service as proposed by the 
House instead of $23,210,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The following table reflects the 
conference agreement: 

[In thousands of dollars) 

Fiscal Con-year House Senate terence 1992 bill bill agree-en-
acted ment 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 
Arkansas: Rice Research Center. 

Stuttgart .. ...................... 729 729 829 702 
California: 

U.S. Salinity Lab, Riverdale .... 5,300 4.700 2.350 3,980 
Horticulture Crops Research 

Lab, Fresno to Parlier ......... (I) (2) (2) 
Florida: Citrus Research Lab, Or-

lando ............................................ (3) (2) 520 (2) 
Georgia: Poultry Disease Lab. Ath· 

ens ............................................. 400 800 677 
Hawaii: Tropical Pest Biology Center (S) (S) 
Ill inois: Northern Regional Research 

Center. Peoria ....... .. ...... ............... 1.825 1,825 1.545 
Iowa: Nat ional Pig Research Facility 1.800 1,800 1.800 1.524 
Louisiana : Southern Regional Re· 

search Center ............................... 1,950 1.950 1.651 
Maryland: Beltsville Agricultural Re· 

search Center .. .... ...... ................ ... 16.000 16,000 11.300 13,547 
Michigan: Regional Poultry Research 

Center 250 250 212 
Mississippi : 

National Center for Natural 
Products .............................. 5,175 4,163 4,382 

National Center for Warm 
Water Acquaculture .. 1,100 1,100 1,100 931 

New York: Plum Island Animal Dis· 
ease Center ...... ..................... 3,000 3,000 2,540 

Ohio: Demonstrat ion greenhouse 187 187 158 
Oklahoma: Southern Plains Range 

Research Station, Woodward . 173 173 173 146 
Texas: 

Plant Stress Lab. Texas Tech. 
University ............................ 1,300 1,300 1,101 

Subtropical Lab. Weslaco ........ (S) (S) 
Wisconsin: Cereal Crops Research 

Unit-Barley/Malt Lab ................. 175 175 148 
Miscellaneous: & 

ARS facilities .............. (4) 1,500 1,270 
Other ARS facilities ...... 11,200 

Total , buildings and facili· 
ties ................ 50,564 34,514 23,210 34,514 

I Bill language to sell Fresno facility and use proceeds for new facility at 
Parlier. 

2 Funded under miscellaneous ARS facilities. 
3 Report language in FY 1991 and FY 1992 on relocating Orlando facility. 
• Bill language on relocation of labs from Behoust, France and Rome. 

Italy to Montpelier, France. 
s Report requested. 
&Includes funding in connection with facilities in Montpelier, France; 

Parlier, CA; and Orlando. FL. 

COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH SERVICE 

SPECIAL RESEARCH GRANTS 

Amendment No. 4: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $73,411 ,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$73,411,000 for special research grants instead 
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of $57,688,000 as proposed by the House and 
$61,612,000 as proposed by the Senate. The fol­
lowing table reflects the conference agree­
ment: 

[In thousands of dollars] 

SPECIAL RESEARCH GRANTS 
(P.l. 89-106) 

Aflatoxin (IL) ..... ..... ...... .. ......... .. 
Agribusiness management (MSJ 
Agricultural diversification (HI) 
Agricultural management sys-

tems (MAJ .......................... .. 
Agricultural processing (GA) .. .. 
Agricultural trade (NDJ .. .... .. .... . 
Alfalfa (KS) ... ..... .... .................. . 
Alternative cropping systems 

(Southeast) .... . 
Alternative crops (NO) .. .... ...... .. 
Alternative marine and fresh 

water species (MS) ............ .. 
Alternative pest control (ARJ .. .. 
Alternative to dinoseb (OR) .... .. 
Animal waste disposal (MI) ... .. 
Apple quality research (MI) .... .. 
Aquaculture (general) ...... ... .... .. 
Aquaculture (Stoneville) ...... .... . 
Aquaculture research (IL) .. .. .... . 
Aquaculture (LA) ...... .......... ...... . 
Asparagus yield decline (MI) . 
Babcoc Institute (Wl) ....... . 
Bean and beet (MI) ............ . 
Beef carcass evaluation and 

identification (lA, NY. GA. 
TX, IL) .................... .. .... .. .... .. 

Beef fat content (lA) .. . 
Biodiesel research (MOJ .. .. 
Broom snakeweed (NMJ .... ...... .. 
Canola (KS) ........ .................... .. 
Celery fusarium (MI) .............. .. 
Center for animal health and 

productivity (PAJ ................. . 
Center for rural studies (VD .. .. 
Chesapeake Bay aquaculture .. . 
Competitiveness of agricultural 

products (WAJ .................... .. 
CONSOIL (WI) .......................... .. 
Controlled environment produc-

tion systems (PAJ .......... ...... . 
Cool season legume research 

(10, WA) ............................... . 
Cottonseed extraction and oil 

refining (TX) ........................ . 
Cranberry/blueberry disease 

and breeding (NJ) ........ ...... .. 
CRP acreage usage (MO) ........ . 
Dairy goat research (TXJ .. .. .... .. 
Delta rural revital ization (MS) 
Dogwood anthracnose (GA, NC, 

TN) ... ............. ....................... . 
Dried bean (NO) ................ .. .... . 
Eastern filbert blight (OR) ...... . 
Enhanced livestock production 

(NO) .. ......... ................. ... ...... . 
Environmental research (NY) . 
Ethanol research (AR) ............ .. 
Expanded wheat pasture (OK) 
Export development (KYJ ........ .. 
Farm computer technology (GA) 
Farm and rural business fi -

nance (IL, AK) .............. ...... .. 
Fish marketing (OR, Rl) .......... . 
Floriculture (HI) ...... .... . 
Food and Agriculture Policy In-

stitute (lA. MOJ .. .. .............. .. 
Food irradiation (lA) .. .... .... ...... . 
Food marketing policy c"nter 

(CT) ................ .... ................. . 
Food processing center (NEJ ... . 
Food safety consortium (AR, 

KS, IAJ .... .... .... ...... ........ ...... . 
Food systems research group 

(WI) ... ..... ............. .......... ....... . 
Forestry marketing (VT, NH) . 
Genetic engineering of plants 

(OH) ... ..... .......................... ... . 
Global change .. .. .................... .. 
Grasshopper biocontrol (NO) .. .. 
Great Plains agricultural policy 

center (KS, OK) .... .......... .... .. 
Human nutrition research (NY) 
Human nutrition research (lA) 
Human nutrition (LA) ........ .... .. 
Improved dairy management 

practices (PAJ .... ................ .. 
Integrated pest management .. . 
Integrated production systems 

(OK) .............. .......... ............ .. 
International livestock program 

(KS) ...... .............. ................. . 
Iowa biotechnology consortium 
Irrigation/fish production (ARJ 
Kansas facility study .............. .. 
Leafy spurge biocontrol (MTJ .. . 

Fiscal 
year 1992 
enacted 

House 
bill 

Senate 
bill 

134 
75 

154 

1 ~~ .. "" 75 

261 

350 
125 

278 .. .. 
700 

154 

261 
50 

350 
125 

278 
700 

275 275 275 
1.400 1.400 

225 225 
120 120 
94 94 

316 316 .... 
700 700 700 
200 200 200 
390 390 390 

94 94 
75 75 75 

189 189 

210 
237 

200 
100 
39 

37 
437 

800 
25 

210 
237 237 

50 
200 200 

100 
39 

37 
437 437 

800 800 
25 121 

240 240 

387 387 

75 75 

260 
50 
75 

175 

137 
100 
85 

250 
575 
175 
337 
227 

125 
340 
296 

750 
237 

393 
50 

1.942 

260 

75 
175 

137 

85 

575 

337 
227 

125 
340 

750 
237 

393 

387 

260 

175 

137 
100 
85 

337 
227 
100 

225 
340 
296 

750 
237 

393 
50 

1.942 

261 261 165 
50 50 

240 
2,000 2.000 

75 75 

100 100 
735 735 
500 500 600 
800 800 800 

335 335 
4.457 4,457 4,457 

193 190 

94 .... 
1.953 2.000 

167 
50 

125 

Con­
ference 
agree­
ment 

134 
75 

154 

261 
50 

350 
125 

278 
700 

275 
1.400 

225 
120 
94 

316 
700 
200 
390 

94 
75 

189 

210 
237 

50 
200 
100 
39 

134 
37 

437 

800 
75 

240 

387 

75 

260 

75 
175 

137 
100 
85 

575 
337 
227 
100 

125 
340 
296 

750 
237 

393 
50 

1.942 

261 
50 

2,000 
75 

100 
735 
500 
800 

335 
4,457 

190 

2,000 

[In thousands of dollars] 

Livestock and da1ry policy (NY. 
TX) ................... . 

Lowbush blueberry research 
(ME) .. .......... .. .. ............. ... ..... . 

Low-input agriculture (MN) .... . 
Maple research (VT) ................ . 
Mechanical tomato harvester 

(PAJ ...... .. .. ..... .. .................... . 
Mesquite and prickly pear (TX) 
Michigan institute .... .. ............ .. 
Midwest agricultural products 

(IAJ ............................... ....... . 
Midwest plant biOtechnology 

consortium .................... ...... . 
Milk safety (PA) .. ...... .... .... .. .... .. 
Milkweed research (NEJ ........... . 
Mink research (OR) ............... .. 
Minor crop pest control (HI) .. . 
Minor use animal drugs (IR-4) 
Mosquito research (AR, CA. LA. 

MS. TXJ ...... ......................... .. 
Multi-commodity research (OR) 
Multi-cropping strategies for 

aquaculture (HI) .. ................ . 
National biolog1cal impact as-

sessment .... .... ........ ...... .. .... .. 
Nematode resistance genetic 

engineering (NMJ ..... .......... .. 
New uses for agricultural prod-

ucts (OHJ ............................. . 
Non-food agricultural products 

(NEJ ........ .. ... .... .. ...... ....... .. .. .. 
Oil from jojoba (NMJ .. .. ...... .... . 
Oregon-Mass. biotechnologyl 
Peach tree short life (SC) ...... .. 
Perishable commodities (GA) .. . 
Pest control alternatives (SC) 
Pesticide clearance (IR-4) .. ..... 
Pesticide impact assessment 
Pesticide research (WAJ ........ .. . 
Phytophthora root rot (NMJ .. .. .. 
Potato research .. .... ................ .. 
Potato utilization (NO) ...... . 
Poultry (GA) .. .... .... ........ .... .... .. .. 
Preservation and processing 

research (OK) .. .... ...... .... .... .. 
Procerum root disease (VA) .... .. 
Product development and mar-

keting center (ME) .......... .. . 
Red River Corridor (MN. NO) . 
Regional barley gene mapping 

project .... .... ...... . 
Regionalized implications of 

farm programs (MO. TXJ ...... 
Rural development centers (PA, 

lA NO, MS. OR) .................. .. 
Rural economic development 

(GA) ........... ......... ................ . . 
Rural environmental research 

(ILJ .......... ........ ............... ... .. . 
Rural housing needs (NE) 
Rural policies institute (AR. 

NE, MO) .................... . 
Russian wheat aphid rNA. OR. 

CAJ ... ........ .. ...... .... .. .. .... ...... .. 
Safflower research (NO. MD .. .. 
Sandhills grazing management 

practices (NEJ .. ........ ........ .. .. 
Seafood and aquaculture har­

vesting, processing, and 
marketing (MS) .. ...... .......... .. 

Seafood research (OR) ............ . 
Small fruit research (OR, WA, 

10) .... .......... .. .................. .... . 
Soil and water research (OHJ 
Southwest consortium for plant 

genetics and water re-
sources .... ................ .......... .. 

Soybean bioprocessing (lA) .... .. 
Soybean cyst nematode (MO) .. . 
STEEP 11-water quality in 

Northwest .................. .... .. .. .. 
Stone fruit decline (MI) .. .. . 
Subirrigation research (MI) 
Sunflower insects (NO, SO) .. 
Sustainable agriculture and 

natural resources (PA) ......... 
Sustainable agriculture sys-

tems (NE) .. ................ .... ...... . 
Swine research (MN) ............ .. .. 
TCK smut (wheat) ........ .......... .. 
Technology transfer develop-

ment (lA) ............................ .. 
Tropical and subtropical .... . 
Urban pests (GA) .................... .. 
Water conservation (KS) .......... . 
Water conservation (NV) ...... .. . 
Water management (Al) ........ .. 
Water quality ...... .................. .. .. 
Weed control (NO) ................ .. .. 
Wheat genetic research (KS) .. .. 
Wheat marketing (OR) .. .......... .. 
White mold research (OHJ ...... .. 
Wild rice research (MN) .......... . 

F1scal 
year 1992 
enacted 

House 
bill 

Senate 
bill 

525 525 

185 185 185 
230 230 
99 ... 99 

134 .... . 

zJ~~ .. 2:358 
700 700 700 

2,865 2.865 
284 184 
80 
46 

285 285 
464 464 464 

453 

150 

300 

150 

300 

150 

3oo 
150 

300 

150 

140 140 

110 
200 
537 
192 

125 
3,500 
2,968 

667 
!50 

1.435 

'i72 
282 
25 

221 
200 

412 

348 

500 

744 

110 110 
200 m ..... i92 

250 
125 

3.500 3,500 
2.968 2.968 

667 667 
!50 150 

1.435 1.435 

25 

250 
516 

267 

221 
200 200 

412 412 

348 348 

500 500 

125 125 

525 

437 
250 

99 

361 

187 

400 
275 
359 

437 

361 

187 

400 

359 

170 

727 

437 
250 

361 
540 

187 

400 
328 
359 

980 980 980 
283 283 
531 531 ......... 
200 200 

100 

70 70 
140 140 
250 250 250 

100 
3.320 3.320 3,320 

76 76 
94 

200 200 200 
398 398 

9,000 9,000 9.000 
500 500 
159 159 
300 

55 55 
88 88 88 

Con­
ference 
agree­
ment 

525 

185 
230 

99 

2,358 

700 

2,865 
184 

"""285 
464 

300 

150 

300 

150 

140 

110 
200 
256 
192 
250 
125 

3.500 
2.968 

667 
150 

1,435 
250 
516 

267 
25 

221 
200 

412 

348 

500 

125 
80 

692 

437 
250 

361 
327 

187 
240 

400 
328 
359 

980 
283 
531 
200 

100 

70 
140 
250 

3,320 
76 
94 

200 
398 

8,950 
500 
159 

55 
88 

August 7, 1992 
[In thousands of dollars] 

Wood utilization research (OR. 
MS. Mil .............. .. ................ . 

Wool research (TXJ .. ................ . 
World food systems (IN. OHJ ... . 

Total. Special Research 
Grants ... 

Fiscal 
year 1992 
enacted 

House 
bill 

Senate 
bill 

2.852 2.852 5.599 
250 250 
368 368 368 

Con­
ference 
agree­
ment 

4,153 
250 
368 

-----------------------
73.130 57,688 61.612 73,411 

IThe Conference agreement provides funds on ly for the Mass. bio­
technology project. 

Wood utilization research.-Three national 
wood utilization research centers were estab­
lished in 1985 through Public Law 89-106. 
Complementary centers, established at Or­
egon State University, Mississippi State Uni­
versity, and Michigan State University, sup­
port wood utilization and harvesting re­
search ori western conifers, southern pine, 
and eastern hardwoods, respectively. 

These centers grew out of recommenda­
tions in a 1983 report by the Office of Tech­
nology Assessment which concluded that the 
United States could greatly expand its role 
in world forest products trade, but that the 
forest products industry lags behind other 
basic industries in research expenditures. 
Without some way to improve technologies 
for harvesting and utilizing wood, the United 
States will miss the opportunity to satisfy 
both domestic and a major share of future 
global forest product requirements. 

The conference agreement provides a total 
of $4,153,000 for wood utilization research. In­
cluded in this total is $2,852,000 for the ongo­
ing research program in wood utilization re­
search carried out at the three existing cen­
ters. In addition to the ongoing program, the 
conference agreement provides for a new na­
tional program funded at $1,301,000. The con­
ferees note support for the University of 
Maine 's Forest Products Research and Tech­
nology Transfer Center and North Carolina 
State University's Wood Machining and 
Tooling Education/Research Program and 
urge that their applications be considered. 

Soil and water research.-The conference 
agreement includes $240,000 for soil and 
water research at the University of Toledo. 
This research will be carried out in conjunc­
tion with the proposed University of Toledo 
Lake Erie Research and Education Center. 
This research will be an in-depth analysis of 
the lake watershed interface and relation­
ships that currently exist between agricul­
tural practices, lake water quality, and eco­
logical conditions in the Western Basin of 
Lake Erie. 

Animal health and productivity research.­
The conference agreement also includes 
$134,000 for the Center for Animal Health and 
Productivity of the Pennsylvania Depart­
ment of Agriculture. These funds will be 
used for research to develop less costly and 
more efficient feedstock for dairy cows by 
reducing the amounts of nitrogen and other 
chemicals. 

Rural Policy Research lnstitute.-The con­
ferees agree that $167,000 of the funds pro­
vided to the Rural Policy Research Institute 
shall be used to establish the rural health 
care access pilot project in southeast Arkan­
sas to be coordinated by the University of 
Arkansas and Arkansas Children's Hospital. 

Amendment No. 5: Provides $1,168,000 for 
supplemental and alternative crops and prod­
ucts as proposed by the House instead of 
$500,000 as proposed by the Senate. The con­
ference agreement includes $668,000 to con­
tinue research on guayule and $500,000 to 
continue research on crambe and winter 
rapeseed. 
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Amendment No. 6: Reported in technical 

disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides $400,000 for State agricultural 
weather information systems. The House bill 
contained no similar provision. 

Amendment No. 7: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $20 ,795,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$20,795,000 for Federal Administration of the 
Cooperative State Research Service instead 
of $19,170,000 as proposed by the House and 
$20,045,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
following table reflects the conference agree­
ment: 

[In thousands of dollars) 

FEDERAL ADMINISTRATION 
Shrimp aquaculture (Hawaii 

and Mississippi) ................. . 
Mississippi Valley State Univer-

sity ...................................... . 
Maize genetics research center 

(NO) ......... ............................ . 
Ag in classroom ...................... . 
Agricultural biotechnology . 
Peer panels ............................. . 
Office of grants and program 

systems .............................. . 
Alternative fuels characteriza-

tion lab (NO) ....................... . 
Pay costs and FERS ................ . 
Center for Agricultural and 

Rural Development (lA) ...... . 
Herd management (TN) ........... . 
1890 capacity building ........ .. . . 
Vocational aquaculture edu-

cation .................................. . 
Water quality 1 •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

Geographic information system 

Subtotal, Federal Ad-
ministration ........... . 

Fiscal 
year 1992 
enacted 

3.500 

668 

400 
208 
400 
260 

334 

250 
550 

750 
475 

10,250 

500 
1,250 
1,000 

20,795 

'Included $500,000 (NO), $750,000 (IL). 

House 
bill 

Senate 
bill 

3,500 3,500 

668 668 

400 
208 208 
400 400 
260 260 

334 334 

250 
550 550 

750 750 
475 

10,250 10,250 

500 500 
750 500 

1,000 1,000 

19,170 20 ,045 

Con­
ference 
agree­
ment 

3,500 

668 

400 
208 
400 
260 

334 

250 
550 

750 
475 

10,250 

500 
1,250 
1,000 

20,795 

The conferees expect the Cooperative State 
Research Service to evaluate the activities 
of the Geographic Information System Na­
tional Office to determine if those functions 
could be more effectively performed by the 
satellite offices. The Cooperative State Re­
search Service should report its findings to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro­
priations. 

Amendment No. 8: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $430,143,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$430,143,000 for the Cooperative State Re­
search Service instead of $412,395,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $416,926,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 

Amendment No. 9: Appropriates $52,101,000 
for the Cooperative State Research Service, 
Buildings and Facilities as proposed by the 
Senate instead of $33,611,000 as proposed by 
the House. The following table reflects the 
conference agreement: 
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[In thousands of dollars) 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 
Alabama : Wallace State Junior 

College Wellness Center ..... . 
Arkansas: 

Center for Alternative 
Pest Control ............... . 

Livestock Research and 
Activity Complex ......... . 

Poultry and Isolation Fa­
cility, University of Ar-
kansas/Fayetteville ..... . 

Poultry Center of Excel-
lence ....... .. ......... ... ..... . . 

Arizona: Agriculture research 
complex-environmental 
stress lab ........ .................... . 

California: 
Alternative pest control 

containment and quar­
antine, University of 
California ................... . 

Grape Importation Facil­
ity, University of Cali-
fornia at Davis ........... . 

Colorado: Animal Reproduction 
and Biotechnology, Colorado 
State University .. ................. . 

Delaware: Poultry Biocontain-
ment Lab ................... .......... . 

Florida : Biotechnology Institute, 
University of Florida-Alachua 

Georgia: 
Agricultural Livestock 

Poultry Facility ........... . 
Biocontainment Research 

Center, University of 
Georgia ....................... . 

Center for Advanced 
Water Technology, Sa-
vannah ..................... .. . 

Center for Rural Health 
and Epidemiology, 
Georgia Southern Un i-
versity ............... .......... . 

National Laboratory for 
Environmentally Sound 
Production Agri-
culture-Tifton .. .. ...... . 

Vidalia Onion Storage Res 
Facility ..................... . 

Hawaii: Center for TropicaV 
Subtropical Agriculture ....... . 

Idaho: Biotechnology Fac ili ty .. . . 
Illinois: 

Biotechnology Center, 
Northwestern University 

National Soybean Labora­
tory, University of Illi-
nois .. ......................... .. 

Indiana: Molecular and Cellular 
Biotechnology Facility ......... . 

Iowa: Trade Marketing Center 
Kansas: Throckmorton Plant 

Science Center, Kansas 
State University . 

Louisiana: 
Fish Processing Center .... 
Red meat processing 

center ......................... . 
Maine: 

Presque lsie Farm Build-
ing Consolidation ....... . 

Wood processing facil ities 
Maryland: Institute for Natural 

Resources and Environ­
mental Science, University 
of Maryland ......................... . 

Massachusetts: Center/hunger, 
poverty, nutrition and policy 

Michigan: Food Toxicology Cen­
ter, Michigan State Univer-
sity ...................................... . 

Mississippi: Biological Tech­
nology Center for Water and 
Wetlands Resources .... 

Missouri: 
Bennett Living and 

Learning Center, Lin-
coln University .. ... .... .. . 

Meat Science and Safety 
Center ..... . 

Bio-Sciences Research 
Center, University of 
Missouri ...................... . 

Montana: Bioscience Research 
Laboratory, Montana State 
University ........................ . 

Nebraska: Center for Advanced 
Technology, University of Ne-
braska ................................. . 

Nevada: Biochemist ry and Biol­
ogy, Un iversity of Nevada .... 

New Jersey: Plant Biosc ience 
Facility. Rutgers University 

Fiscal 
year 1992 
enacted 

500 

250 

3,050 

House 
bill 

100 100 

207 207 

1,609 675 

(I) 

840 320 

425 425 

136 ......... .. . 

1,775 

225 

3,842 
500 

(I) 

600 600 

1,987 

2,750 2.500 

1,570 1,570 

1,000 1,000 

562 562 

I 0,394 5,356 

100 100 

145 

1.062 1,062 

4,500 

250 250 

3,044 3,044 

Con-
Senate terence 

bill agree-
ment 

(I) (I) 

500 

(I) (I) 

3,200 3,189 

1,100 1,100 

178 

675 582 

(I) 

(I) (I) 

320 276 

436 376 

(I) (I) 

1,500 1,293 

225 194 

3,842 3,311 
500 431 

600 517 

2,155 
(I) 

1,570 1,353 

(1) (I) 

150 (I) 

900 776 
(I) (I) 

1,000 862 

562 484 

4,616 

100 86 

145 (I) 

1,062 915 

215 

3,044 2.623 

22353 
[In thousands of dollars) 

New Mexico: Center for Arid 
Land Studies, New Mexico 
State University .............. . 

New York: 
Cornell Research Green-

house ......................... .. 
New York Botanical Gar-

den ............................ .. 
North Carolina: 

Biotechnology Facility ...... 
Bowman-Gray Center at 

Wake Forest . 
North Da kola : 

Ohio: 

Animal Care Faci lity, 
North Dakota State 
University .................. .. 

Engineering and Bio­
mechanics Building .... 

Food Processing Pilot 
Plant- NCI ...... .......... .. 

lnsVAg Health Science 
and Rural Medicine. 
University of North Da-
kota ............. ............... . 

lnsVAg and Rural Human 
Research Development, 
Minot State University 

Seed Research and Regu­
latory Facility, North 
Dakota State University 

Lake Erie Soil and Water 
Research and Edu-
cation Center ............ . 

Plant Science Research 
Facility, University of 
Toledo ........................ .. 

Oklahoma: 
National Center for Bo­

vine/Equine Bio-
technology ................. .. 

Beef Cattle Research Fa-
cility .......................... .. 

Oregon: 
Regional Food Innovation 

Center ........................ .. 
Seafood Center, Oregon 

State University .......... . 
Pennsylvania : Center for Food 

Marketing, St. Joseph 's Uni-
versity .................................. . 

Rhode Island: Bui lding consoli­
dation, University of Rhode 
Island .................................. . 

South Dakota: Northern Plains 
Biostress Laboratory, South 
Dakota State University ....... 

Tennessee: 
Agricultural, Biological 

and Environmental Re­
search Complex. Uni­
versity of Tennessee in 
Knoxville ........... .. ....... .. 

Horticulture Public Serv­
ice Research and Edu­
cation Center (Middle 
Tennessee State Uni-
versity) ...................... .. 

Nursery Crop Research 
Station ........................ . 

Texas: 
lnsVB1osciences and 

Technology, Texas A&M 
Southern crop improve­

ment, Texas A&M ........ 
Utah: Biotechnology Laboratory, 

Utah State University ...... 
Virg inia: Agriculture Bio­

technology Facility, Virginia 
Polytechn ic Institute ......... 

Washington : Animal Disease 
Biotechnology Facility, 
Wash ington State University 

Wisconsin: 
Agriculture Biotechnology/ 

Genetics Facili ty. Uni-
versity of Wiscons in/ 
Madison ..................... .. 

College of Natural Re­
sources, University of 
Wiscons in-Stevens 
Point .......................... .. 

Wyoming: Environmental Sim­
ulation Facility, University of 
Wyoming ............................. . 

Miscellaneous: Fund for reports 

Total, Buildings and 
facilities . 

' Report requested. 

Fiscal 
year 1992 
enacted 

House 
bill 

Senate 
bill 

(I) (') 

375 375 

I ,350 1,350 4,725 

1,450 

1,825 1,825 4,2 75 

250 

(I) 

375 375 

4,381 2,400 

240 2,250 

500 500 

275 275 

225 

(I) 

(I) 

217 217 2,117 

2,710 2,710 2.710 

500 500 

1,515 1.015 1,015 

925 925 925 

(I) (I) 

426 426 

3,860 700 700 

(I) (I) 

764 764 

1,021 1,021 1,021 

2,120 2,120 2,620 

7.393 2.507 2,507 

( 1) 100 

500 500 500 
150 300 240 

Con­
ference 
agree­
ment 

(I) 

375 

3,697 

3,684 

375 

1,864 

1,939 

431 

(I) 

237 

(') 

1,824 

2.336 

431 

875 

797 

(I) 

367 

603 

(I) 

658 

880 

2,258 

2,161 

86 

431 
260 

------------------------
74,770 33,611 52, 101 52,101 

Center [or Alternative Pest Control.-Due to 
budgetary constraints, no funding is pro-
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vided for the Center for Alternative Pest 
Control , University of Ar kansas, in fiscal 
year 1993, but the conferees expect to trans­
fer this project to the Agricultural Research 
Service next year for completion, using Fed­
eral and State funds already made available. 

·E XTENSION S ERVICE 

Amendment No. 10: Restores House lan­
guage and provides $3,557,000 for the urban 
gardening program. The Senate proposed to 
delete funding for this program. 

Amendment No. 11: Provides $2,720,000 for 
the farm safety and rural health programs 
instead of $2,470,000 as proposed by the House 
and $2,970,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 12: Amends a Public Law 
citation as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 13: Deletes "under section 
3(d) of the Act" in connection with the au­
thorization for the Renewable Resources Ex­
tension Act as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 14: Provides $1,750,000 for 
payments for Indian reservation agents in­
stead of $1,500,000 as proposed by the House 
and $2,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 15: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum named in said amend­
ment, insert: $1,000,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,000,000 for payments to establish and oper­
ate centers of rural technology instead of 
$2,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,000,000 for a rural technology grant au­
thorized by section 2347 of Public Law 101-
624. The grant would go to the Co-op Devel­
opment Foundation for the purpose of ena­
bling such institutions to establish and oper­
ate centers for rural technology or coopera­
tive development. The centers will conduct 
and fund research, training, and education 
activities to provide the informational base 
necessary to crate a new generation of rural 
cooperatives that diversify agriculture and 
rural opportunities, deliver housing, tele­
communications, health care, education, and 
employment. 

The conferees also note that a number of 
these activities are taking place in centers 
such as those under the direction of the Co­
op Development Foundation located in Ar­
kansas, Washington, Ohio, North Carolina, 
Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Georgia, Ala­
bama, Florida, Louisiana, Missouri, Texas, 
Mississippi, Kentucky, South Carolina, 
North Dakota, Oklahoma, West Virginia, and 
California; with the potential for more 
States to become involved. 

Amendment No. 16: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the sum named in said amend­
ment, insert: $1,000,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$1,000,000 for payments for outreach and as­
sistance for socially disadvantaged farmers 
and ranchers instead of $2,000,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The House bill contained no 
similar provision. 

Amendment No. 17: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 

the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides $2,000,000 for payments for 
rural health and safety education. The House 
bill contained no similar provision. 

Amendment No. 18: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $414,500 ,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$414,500,000 for the Extension Service, exclud­
ing Federal Administration, instead of 
$410,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$413,443,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement includes 
$255,000, the same as the amount available 
for fiscal year 1992, within the total for the 
Youth-at-Risk Program, for a joint outreach 
program between Southwest State Univer­
sity and the Minnesota Extension Service in­
stead of $300,000 as proposed by the House. 

The Alice Aycock Poe Center for Health 
Education in Raleigh, North Carolina, is a 
new facility constructed and operated by a 
nonprofit organization with $3,400,000 in pri­
vate funds. The Center utilizes five unique 
teaching theaters, state-of-the-art exhibitry, 
and experienced health educators to present 
age-appropriate programs in general health, 
nutrition, family life, drug education, and 
dental health. The Center offers programs to 
70,000 students in eastern and central North 
Carolina and is on contract with Wake Coun­
ty (Raleigh) schools to conduct health edu­
cation programs. Included within the total 
for the WIC nutrition education program are 
funds for the purpose of completing one of 
the five teaching theaters-the nutrition 
classroom theater-which involves purchase 
and installation of state-of-the-art exhibitry, 
and for related "pass-arounds" and handouts 
related to the WIC program. 

Amendment No. 19: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment Qf the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $10,428,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$10,428,000 for Federal Administration of the 
Extension Service instead of $7,928,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $9,501,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The following table reflects 
the conference agreement: 

[In thousands of dollars] 

FEDERAL ADMINISTRATION AND 
SPECIAL GRANTS 

General administration .......... 
Pilot tech. transfer (OK, MS) .... 
Pilot tech. transfer (WI) ........... 
Crambe/rapeseed (NE) .. 
Agricultural development Pa-

cific (HI , GU, AS) ................. 
Pay costs .. .......................... 
Project future (MN) .. ...... ....... 
Rural rehabilitation (GA) .... .. . 
Crop simulation (MS) 
Income enhancement dem-

onstration (OH) .................... 
Rural education satell ite 

downlink (PAl ............... 
Rural development (NM) ...... 
Southern Kentucky feasibility 

study ... 

Fiscal 
year 1992 
enacted 

5,181 
331 
165 
67 

647 
797 
250 
256 
498 

250 

285 
230 

50 

House 
bill 

5,181 
331 
165 

647 
219 
250 

498 

250 

.. .... 23o 

Senate 
bill 

4,981 
331 
165 

647 
219 

250 
498 

Con­
ference 
agree­
ment 

5,181 
331 
165 

647 
219 
250 
250 
498 

250 

230 

August 7, 1992 
[In thousands of dollars] 

Fiscal Con· 
House Senate terence year 1992 bill bill agree-enacted ment 

Rural development (NE) ........... 200 200 200 
Rural development (OK) ........... 300 300 300 
Rural education pilot (NO) ....... 846 846 846 
Presque Isle (MEl ..................... 187 187 187 
Chinch bug/Russian wheat 

aphid project (NEl ............... 70 67 
Beef producers' improvement 

(AR) ................................... 200 200 200 
Integrated cow/ca ll resources 

management (lA) ................. 150 150 150 
Rural health infrastructure (AU 200 200 200 
Home sewing (MS. SC, AI , OR) 157 157 157 157 
Extension specialist (AR) ......... 100 100 100 

Total. Federal Adminis· 
tration ..................... 11.347 7,928 9.501 10,428 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL LIBRARY 

Amendment No. 20: Appropriates $17,715,000 
for the National Agricultural Library as pro­
posed by the Senate instead of $17,253,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 21 : Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that $462,000 shall be avail­
able for the National Center for Agricultural 
Law Research and Information at the Leflar 
School of Law in Fayetteville, Arkansas. 
The House bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 22: Appropriates 
$432,900,000 for the Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, Salaries and Expenses as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $430,939,000 
as proposed by the House. The following 
table reflects the conference agreement: 

[In thousands of dollars] 

PEST AND DISEASE 
EXCLUSION 

Agricultural quarantine in-
spection ............................ 

User fees ..................... 

Subtotal, agricul-
!ural quarantine 
inspection ...... ..... 

Foot-and-mouth disease ...... 
Import-export inspection ...... 
International programs ......... 
Mediterranean fruit fly exclu-

sion ......... 
Mexican fruit fly exclusion . 
Screwworm ..................... .. ... 

Total , pest and dis-
ease exclusion .... 

PLANT AND ANIMAL HEALTH 
MONITORING 

Animal disease detection 
Animal and plant health 

regulatory enforcement .... 
Fruit fly detection .......... . 
Pest detection .................. 

Total . plant and 
an imal health 
monitoring .. .... 

PEST AND DISEASE 
MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS 

An imal damage control--j)p-
erations .. 

Biocontrol ..... 
Boll weevil .................. .. ... 
Brucellosis eradication .... 
Cattle ticks .......................... 
Golden nematode .. 
Grasshopper ························· 

Fiscal 
year 1992 
enacted 

20,425 
85,362 

105,787 

3,891 
9,918 
4,498 

10,052 
1.164 

34,011 

169,321 

16.909 

5,790 
3,941 
3,976 

30,616 

25,612 
5.149 

13,135 
67,000 
6,172 

862 
3.850 

House 
bill 

22,217 
83,362 

106,079 

3,891 
8,000 
4,675 

10.213 
1,700 

34,645 

169.203 

16.825 

5,790 
3,941 
3,976 

30.532 

25,612 
4,924 

13,135 
67.000 
6.172 

862 

Senate 
bill 

22,217 
83,362 

106,079 

3,891 
8,000 
4,498 

10,052 
1,164 

34,011 

167,695 

16,825 

5,790 
3,941 
3.976 

30,532 

25,612 
4,599 

13,135 
67,000 
6.172 

651 
3.850 

Con­
ference 
agree­
ment 

22,217 
83,362 

106.079 

3,891 
8,000 
4,675 

10,213 
1,700 

34.645 

169,203 

16,825 

5,790 
3,941 
3,976 

30,532 

25,612 
4,599 

13,135 
65.000 
6,172 

862 
3.850 
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[In thousands of dollars) 

Reserve fund 
Gypsy moth .......................... . 
Honey bee pests .... .............. . 
Imported fire ant ...... ... ........ . 
Miscellaneous plant and 

animal diseases .............. . 
National poultry improve-

ment plan ............... ..... .. .. 
Noxious weeds .................... .. 
Pink bollworm .... ... .............. .. 
Poultry diseases ................. .. 
Pseudorabies ....................... . 
Russian wheat aphid ......... .. 
Salmonella enteritidis ........ .. 
Scrapie ................................ .. 
Sweet potato whitefly .......... . 
Swine health protection ...... . 
Tuberculosis .... ...... .... .......... .. 
Witchweed ........................... .. 

Total, pest and dis­
ease manage­
ment programs ... 

ANIMAL CARE 

Fiscal 
year 1992 
enacted 

House 
bill 

Senate 
bill 

Con­
ference 
agree­
ment 

5,000 5,000 2,500 
5,148 5,148 5.148 5,148 

531 531 531 531 
3,698 3,698 3,698 3.698 

3,445 3,222 3.222 3,222 

245 245 245 245 
820 820 625 625 

2.792 2.792 2,792 2,292 
722 722 722 722 

7,554 7,554 9,000 8,285 
2,400 2,400 2,400 2,400 

3,400 3,400 3,400 
846 1,846 846 

3,500 850 3,000 
3,586 3,586 3,586 3,586 
3.738 5,338 3,738 4,738 
5,386 5,386 5,386 5,386 

167,691 167,893 171.362 169,854 

Animal welfare ..................... 9,188 9.188 9,188 9,188 
Horse protection ............ ....... 358 358 358 358 

------------------------
Total , animal care 9,546 9,546 9,546 9,546 

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL 
SERVICES 

ADC methods development 
Biotechnology/environmental 

protection ...... ................. .. 
Integrated systems acquisi-

tion project ..................... .. 
Plant methods development 

laboratories ............... .. 
Veterinary biologics ............ .. 
Veterinary diagnostics ......... . 

Total, scientific and 
technical service 

Contingency lund ................ . 

Total, salaries and 

9.517 

7,652 

2,507 

5,025 
9,729 

14,335 

9,517 

7,652 

2,507 

5,025 
9.729 

14,335 

9.517 

7,652 

2,507 

5,025 
9,729 

14,335 

9,517 

7,652 

2,507 

5,025 
9,729 

14,335 
------------------------

48,765 48,765 48,765 48,765 

5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 
-----------------------

expenses ............. 430,939 430,939 432,900 432,900 

The conferees agree that not less than 
$3,430,000 of the reserve fund, the same as the 
amount provided for fiscal year 1992, be used 
to continue the grasshopper integrated pest 
management project in Idaho and North Da­
kota in 1993. 

Amendment No. 23: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that none of the funds avail­
able to the Animal and Plant Health Inspec­
tion Service may be used to pay the salary of 
any Department veterinarian or Veterinary 
Medical Officer who, when conducting in­
spections at horse shows, exhibitions, sales, 
or auctions under the Horse Protection Act, 
relies solely on the use of digital palpation 
as the only diagnostic test to determine 
whether or not a horse is sore under such 
Act. The House bill contained no similar pro­
vision. 

AGRICULTURAL COOPERATIVE SERVICE 

Amendment No. 24: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed by said 
amendment, insert: ":Provided further, That, 
hereafter, funds made available to the Agricul­
tural Cooperative Service shall be available for 
a field office in Hawaii." 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement amends Senate 
language providing for an Agricultural Coop­
erative Service field office in Hawaii. The 

House bill contained no similar provision. 
The conferees expect that no less than $99,000 
will be allocated for this office. 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 

MARKETING SERVICES 

Amendment No. 25: Appropriates $56,221,000 
for the Agricultural Marketing Service, Mar­
keting Services instead of $56,520,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $45,401,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

The conferees agree that the Agricultural 
Marketing Service may continue the Pes­
ticide Data Collection Program at a reduced 
funding level and that it may carry out the 
activities of the Organic Foods Production 
Act. The conferees believe that all costs re­
lated to the Organic Foods Production Act, 
including Federal administrative costs, 
should be recovered from producers partici­
pating in the program. 

The conferees urge the Agricultural Mar­
keting Service to expand reporting for live 
lamb, to develop reports for lamb cutouts, 
boxed lamb, composite lamb prices, and by­
products, and to cooperate with the National 
Agricultural Statistics Service in developing 
this information. 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 26: Provides a limitation 
of $55,953,000 on administrative expenses as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $52,861,000 
as proposed by the House. 
FUNDS FOR STRENGTHENING MARKETS, INCOME, 

AND SUPPLY 

<SECTION 32) 

Amendment No. 27: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that in fiscal years 1993 and 
1994, section 32 funds shall be used to pro­
mote sunflower and cottonseed oil exports to 
the full extent authorized, and such funds 
shall be used to facilitate additional sales of 
such oils in world markets. The House bill 
contained no similar provision. 

FARM INCOME STABILIZATION 

AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 28: Provides a total of 
$714,551,000 for the Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service, Salaries and Ex­
penses instead of $715,296,000 as proposed by 
the House and $703,451,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 29: Appropriates 
$712,926,000 for the Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service, Salaries and Ex­
penses instead of $714,134,000 as proposed by 
the House and $700,826,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 30: Provides for a transfer 
of $1,036,000 from the Public Law 480 Program 
Account to the Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service, Salaries and Ex­
penses Account as proposed by the Senate in­
stead of $573,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 31: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing that funds shall be available 
for establishing and maintaining a National 
Appeals Division within the Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 
The National Appeals Division was estab­
lished in fiscal year 1992 and, therefore, the 
language is deleted. 

CORPORATIONS 

FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE CORPORATION 

ADMINISTRATIVE AND OPERATING EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 32: Appropriates 
$309,948,000 for the Federal Crop Insurance 

Corporation, Administrative and Operating 
Expenses as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $303,896,000 as proposed by the House. The 
conferees agree that the funds provided will 
be used to meet producer demand for crop in­
surance and to provide for appropriate com­
puter support. 

GENERAL SALES MANAGER 

Amendment No. 33: Provides a total of 
$8,866,000 for expenses of the General Sales 
Manager as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $8,641,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 34: Provides for a transfer 
of $1,467,000 from the Public Law 480 Program 
Account to the General Sales Manager Ac­
count as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$1,242,000 as proposed by the House. 

TITLE II-CONSERVATION PROGRAMS 
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

CONSERVATION OPERATIONS 

The conferees expect the Department to 
give consideration to working with the 
American Society of Agronomy in develop­
ing a Crop Advisor Certification Program. 
Certification under this program should be 
possible for all qualified applicants, includ­
ing crop consultants working independently 
with private firms or with cooperatives, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture personnel, 
agrichemical and fertilizer retailers, and ag­
ricultural producers. 

The conferees urge the Department of Ag­
riculture consider providing assistance to 
private landowners in improving and main­
taining riparian zones in the upper water­
shed areas of the Columbia River tributaries. 
If these watersheds are properly treated, the 
results will include improved water quality 
and quantity. This, in turn, will promote im­
proved salmon and steelhead habitat in the 
tributaries. 

The conferees are aware of the serious 
problem that saltcedar causes in riparian 
areas of New Mexico, particularly along the 
Pecos River. Saltcedar originally was plant­
ed along the Pecos River for streambank sta­
bilization and flood control in the early 
1900's, but has spread to occupy more than 
70,000 acres. The plant's ability to tap and 
exploit deep water tables is causing severe 
water shortages along the Pecos River. The 
conferees encourage the Soil Conservation 
Service to assist in the Pecos River native 
riparian restoration project that will dem­
onstrate an economically and environ­
mentally sound saltcedar control program, 
and to monitor hydrologic effects from 
saltcedar control and management. 

The conferees urge that full Federal cost 
sharing (50 percent) will be provided and 
agree that such cost sharing should be pro­
vided for the rural water supply project 
known as the East Yellow Creek Watershed 
located in Sullivan, Linn, and Chariton 
Counties in Missouri. This expectation and 
agreement is consistent with the 1989 policy 
statement of the Department of Agriculture 
reaffirming such rural water cost-sharing 
policy where, as is true in the East Yellow 
Creek Watershed, the watershed area and 
rural communities therein lack a dependable 
water supply unrelated to water for future 
developments other than that for agricul­
tural use phases of development. 

The conferees are aware of the digital 
orthophotoquad (DOQ) mapping activities 
initiated by the Soil Conservation Service 
and the Agricultural Stabilization and Con­
servation Service and encourage the continu­
ation of the development of this program, 
with contributions and support from the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, as well as 
other Federal, State, and local agencies. 
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This program will provide highly accurate 
image base map information about land clas­
sification and farmland utilization, as well 
as help accelerate private sector contractor 
activity in DOQ services. 

The conferees recognize the urgency of the 
Eastern Arkansas Water Conservation Dem­
onstration Project in Poinsett County, Ar­
kansas, and urge the Department to con­
tinue its implementation. 

WATERSHED AND FLOOD PREVENTION 
OPERATIONS 

Amendment No. 35: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed by said 
amendment, insert: "$228,266,000, to remain 
available until expended (7 U.S.C. 2209b)". 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$228,266,000 for Watershed and Flood Preven­
tion Operations instead of $205,266,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $238,266,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. The conference agree­
ment includes language which allows the 
funds to remain available until expended. 

Amendment No. 36: Provides $40,272,000 for 
the Public Law 534 program instead of 
$36,091,000 as proposed by the House and 
$42,091,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 37: Provides $22,816,000 for 
emergency measures instead of $20,028,000 as 
proposed by the House and $24,028,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE 

AGRICULTURAL CONSERVATION PROGRAM 

Amendment No. 38: Appropriates 
$194,435,000 for the Agricultural Conservation 
Program as proposed by the House instead of 
$188,785,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees expect that the existing Ag­
ricultural Conservation Program regulations 
will be revised to expand on the Water Qual­
ity Incentives Program to conform to the di­
rection of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title XII 
of the Food Security Act of 1985. 

The conferees expect the Department to 
allow the Extension Service or other des­
ignated experts of the Department of Agri­
culture to review and approve Water Quality 
Incentive Program and Integrated Crop Man­
agement Program plans in accordance with 
best management practices. 

Amendment No. 39: Provides $15,000,000 for 
the Water Quality Incentives Program as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $6,750,000 
as proposed by the House. 

COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL 
PROGRAM 

Amendment No. 40: Appropriates $13,783,000 
for the Colorado River Basin Salinity Con­
trol Program instead of $14,783,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $12,783,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

WETLANDS RESERVE PROGRAM 

Amendment No. 41: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing $54,900,000 for the Wetlands 
Reserve Program. The House bill contained 
no similar provision. 

The conferees fully support the concept of 
the Wetlands Reserve Program and are dis­
appointeG that the Department has not pro­
vided the reports required by the House, Sen­
ate, and conference reports on the fiscal year 
1992 Agriculture Appropriations Act. The 
conferees direct that these reports, along 
with a complete analysis of the fiscal year 

1992 sign-up, be submitted to the appropriate 
committees of Congress by February 1, 1993. 
Pending the results of this information, the 
conferees expect the Department to consider 
submitting a supplemental appropriations 
request. 
TITLE ill-FARMERS HOME AND RURAL 

DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS 
FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 

RURAL HOUSING INSURANCE FUND PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

Amendment No. 42: Provides a total of 
$1,624,500,000 for section 502 single-family 
housing loans as proposed by the House in­
stead of $1,495,000,000 as proposed by the Sen­
ate. 

Amendment No. 43: Provides $329,500,000 for 
section 502 unsubsidized guaranteed loans as 
proposed by the House instead of $200,000,000 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 44: Provides $573,900,000 for 
section 515 rental housing loans as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $500,000,000 as pro­
posed by the House. 

Amendment No. 45: Provides $187,000,000 for 
credit sales of acquired property as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $200,000,000 as pro­
posed by the House. 

Amendment No. 46: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that up to $35,000,000 of the 
section 502 loan funds shall be made avail­
able for section 502(g), Deferral Mortgage 
Demonstration. The House bill contained no 
similar provision. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement on the Rural Housing Insurance 
Fund loan levels: 

RHIF loan levels: 
Low-income housing 

loans (sec. 502) 
Unsubsidized direct 

loans ........ 
Unsubsidized guar-

anteed loans ....... 
Rural housing site 

loans (sec. 524) 
Rural rental housing 

loans (sec. 515) 
Very low-income re-

pa ir loans (sec. 
504) .............. .. .. .. 

Domestic farm labor 
loans ................... 

Credit sales of ac-
quired property ... 

Total, RHIF loan 
levels .... ... ....... 

LOAN LEVELS 

House bill Senate bill 

$1 ,245,000,000 $1,245,000,000 

50,000,000 50,000,000 

329,500,000 200,000,000 

600,000 600,000 

500,000,000 573,900,000 

11,330,000 11.330,000 

16,300,000 16,300,000 

200,000,000 187,000,000 

2,352,730,000 2,284,130,000 

Conference 
agreement 

$1,245,000,000 

50,000,000 

329,500,000 

600,000 

573,900,000 

11.330,000 

16,300,000 

187,000,000 

2,413,630,000 

Amendment No. 47: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $313,039,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$313,039,000 for the total cost of section 502 
single-family housing loans instead of 
$309,254,000 as proposed by the House and 
$310,643,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 48: Provides $6,096,000 for 
the cost of section 502 unsubsidized guaran­
teed loans as proposed by the House instead 
of $3,700,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 49: Appropriates $4,548,000 
for the cost of section 504 housing repair 
loans as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$4,578,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 50: Appropriates 
$305,602,000 for the cost of section 515 rental 
housing loans as proposed by the Senate in­
stead of $356,550,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

Amendment No. 51: Appropriates $25,039,000 
for the cost of credit sales of acquired prop­
erty as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$26,780,000 as proposed by the House. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement on the cost of loan subsidies asso­
ciated with the Rural Housing Insurance 
Fund: 

RHIF Loan Subsidies: 
Single-family (sec. 

502): 
Direct .. 
Unsubsidized di-

reel .............. .... 
Unsubsidized 

guaranteed ...... 
Housing repair (sec. 

504) .......................... 
farm labor (sec. 514) ... 
Rental housing (sec. 

515) .............. 
Site loans .. ... ................. 
Credit sales of acquired 

property .... 

Total, RHIF loan sub-
sidies ........ ........... . 

LOAN SUBSIDIES 

House bill Senate bill 

$303,158,000 $303,158,000 

3,785,000 

6,096,000 3,700,000 

4,578,000 4,548,000 
8,029,000 8,029,000 

356,550,000 305,602,000 

26,780,000 25,039,000 

705,191,000 653,861 ,000 

Conference 
agreement 

$303,158,000 

3,785,000 

6,096,000 

4,548,000 
8,029,000 

305,602,000 

25 ,039,000 

656,257,000 

Amendment No. 52: Appropriates 
$427,011,000 for administrative expenses in 
connection with the Rural Housing Insur­
ance Fund loans instead of $427,111,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $423,467,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

RENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

Amendment No. 53: Appropriates 
$337,699,000 for the Rental Assistance Pro­
gram instead of $319,900,000 as proposed by 
the House and $355,498,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 54: Provides $122,532,000 for 
newly constructed units instead of 
$128,158,000 as proposed by the House and 
$115,198,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 55: Provides $199,034,000 for 
expiring agreements and for servicing exist­
ing units instead of $174,728,000 as proposed 
by the House and $235,997,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

AGRICULTURAL CREDIT INSURANCE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

Amendment No. 56: Provides a total of 
$2,563,354,000 for farm operating loans instead 
of $2,588,354,000 as proposed by the House and 
$2,538,354,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
conference agreement provides $825,000,000 
for direct operating loans instead of 
$850,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$800,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 57: Provides a total of 
$3,752,000 for soil and water loans as proposed 
by the House instead of $3,715,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. The conference agreement 
provides $2,337,000 for direct soil and water 
loans as proposed by the House instead of 
$2,300,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 58: Provides $88,000,000 for 
credit sales of acquired property instead of 
$125,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$50,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement on the Agricultural Credit Insur­
ance Fund loan levels: 

ACIF Loan Levels: 
rarm ownership 

loans: 
Direct .. 

LOAN LEVELS 

House bill Senate bill Conference 
agreement 

$66,750,000 $66,750,000 $66,750,000 
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LOAN LEVELS-Continued 

House bill Senate bill 

Unsubsidized guaran-
teed loans ................. 488,750,000 488,750.000 

Farm operating 
loans: 

Direct ........... .......... .. 850,000,000 800,000,000 
Unsubsidized guaran-

teed loans ......... ........ I ,500,000,000 I ,500,000,000 
Subsidized guaranteed 

loans ........ ................. 238,254,000 238,354,000 
Soil and water 

loans: 
Direct ......... .................... 2,337,000 2,300,000 
Guaranteed .... ...... .... .. .... 1,415,000 1,415,000 

Indian land acqui-
sition ................ 1,000,000 1,000,000 

Emergency loans 115,000,000 115,000,000 
Watershed and 

flood prevention 
loans .. ..... 4,000,000 4,000,000 

Resource con-
servation and 
development 
loans .. . 600,000 600,000 

Credit sales of ac-
quired property 125,000,000 50,000,000 

Total, ACIF loan 
levels ........... 3,393,206,000 3,268,169,000 

Conference 
agreement 

488,750,000 

825,000,000 

I ,500,000,000 

238,354,000 

2,337,000 
1,415,000 

1,000,000 
115,000,000 

4,000,000 

600,000 

88,000,000 

3,331,206,000 

Amendment No. 59: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that loan funds shall be com­
pletely allocated to the States and made 
available for obligation in the first two quar­
ters of fiscal year 1993. 

This same provision was included in the 
fiscal year 1992 Appropriations Act. In fiscal 
year 1992 the Department issued a press re­
lease stating that all loan funds were being 
made available during the first two quarters 
of the fiscal year in order to help the farmers 
and, thereby, stimulate the economy. The 
conferees hope that the Department will re­
spond as enthusiastically to this provision as 
it did in fiscal year 1992. 

Amendment No. 60: Appropriates 
$158,030,000 for the total cost of farm operat­
ing loans instead of $161,765,000 as proposed 
by the House and $154,256,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement in­
cludes $124,530,000 for the cost of direct farm 
loans instead of $128,265,000 as proposed by 
the House and $120,756,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 61: Provides $18,150,000 for 
the cost of unsubsidized guaranteed farm op­
erating loans as proposed by the Senate in­
stead of $15,350,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 62: Provides $15,350,000 for 
the cost of subsidized guaranteed farm oper­
ating loans as proposed by the Senate in­
stead of $18,150,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 63: Appropriates $22,405,000 
for the cost of credit sales of acquired prop­
erty instead of $31,825,000 as proposed by the 
House and $12,730,000 as proposed by the Sen­
ate. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement on the cost of loan subsidies asso­
ciated with the Agricultural Credit Insur­
ance Fund: 

LOAN SUBSIDIES 

House bill Senate bill Conference 
agreement 

ACIF loan Subsidies: 
Farm ownership: 

Direct ....... $13,023,000 $13,023,000 $13,023,000 
Guaranteed 

unsubsidized ..... . 20,576,000 20,576,000 20,576,000 
Farm operating: 

Direct ... .. .................. 128,265.000 120,756,000 124,530.000 
Guaranteed 

unsubsidized . 15,350.000 18,150,000 18.150,000 
Guaranteed sub-

sidized 18,150,000 15,350,000 15,350,000 

LOAN SUBSIDIES-Continued 

House bill Senate bill Conference 
agreement 

Soil and water: 
Direct ........... 456,000 456,000 456,000 
Guaranteed . 43,000 43,000 43,000 

Indian tribe land acquisi-
lion ........... .. ..... .......... .. 226,000 226,000 226.000 

Emergency disaster .... .... .. 30,762,000 30,762,000 30,762,000 
Watershed and flood pre-

vention ......... ...... ....... .. 
Resource conservation .... . 
Credit sales of acquired 

property . 31 ,825,000 12,730,000 22,405,000 

Total, ACIF loan sub-
sidies ..................... .. 258,676,000 232,072,000 245,521 ,000 

STATE MEDIATION GRANTS 

Amendment No. 64: Appropriates $3,000,000 
for State Mediation Grants instead of 
$2,750,000 as proposed by the House and 
$3,475,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

RURAL DEVELOPMENT LOAN FUND PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

Amendment No. 65: Appropriates $18,616,000 
for the cost of loans made under the Rural 
Development Loan Fund Program as pro­
posed by the Senate instead of $16,260,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 66: Provides for a loan pro­
gram level under the Rural Development 
Loan Fund Program of $32,500,000 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $28,387,000 as pro­
posed by the House. 

ALCOHOL FUELS CREDIT GUARANTEE PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

Amendment No. 67: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The manager on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert: 

ALCOHOL FUELS CREDIT GUARANTEE PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed lines of credit 
available pursuant to an emergency declaration 
as provided at section 321 of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 V.S.C. 
1961), $9,000,000, to remain available until ex­
pended, but not beyond fiscal year 2009: Pro­
vided, That such costs shall be as defined in sec­
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: 
Provided further, That these funds are available 
to establish a guaranteed line of credit program 
level of $30,000,000, to remain available until ex­
pended, but not beyond fiscal year 2009, which 
the Department shall make available [or the 
purpose of purchasing grains or cellulosic mate­
rials [or the production of alcohol fuels at estab­
lished cooperative facilities as necessary to meet 
deliveries under contract: Provided further, 
That a guarantee fee of one percent shall be 
paid at the time a guarantee is issued. 

In addition, [or administrative expenses nec­
essary to carry out the credit guarantee pro­
gram, $100,000. 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$30,000,000 to establish a guaranteed line of 
credit for the purpose of purchasing grains 
for the production of alcohol fuels at estab­
lished cooperatives in the event normal sup­
plies are unavailable. The agreement pro­
vides a subsidy level of $9,000,000 and pro­
vides $100,000 to cover administrative costs. 

RURAL WATER AND WASTE DISPOSAL GRANTS 

Amendment No. 68: Appropriates 
$390,000,000 for Rural Water and Waste Dis­
posal Grants instead of $400,000,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $381,000,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 69: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows : 

Restore the matter stricken by said 
amendment, amended to read as follows: 
That of this amount, $25,000,000 shall be avail­
able [or water and waste disposal systems to 
benefit the Colonias along the V.S.!Mexico bor­
der, including grants pursuant to section 306C: 
Provided further, That, with the exception of 
the foregoing $25,000,000. . 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement restores House 
language providing $25,000,000 for water and 
waste disposal systems for the Colonias 
along the U.S./Mexico border, corrects a cita­
tion of law, and clarifies the purposes for 
which the funds are available. 

The President of the United States shall 
urge the appropriate agencies, including the 
Secretaries of the U.S. Department of Agri­
culture, U.S. Departme~t of Health and 
Human Services, U.S. Department of Hous­
ing and Urban Development, and the Admin­
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, to develop a comprehensive and co­
ordinated strategy and plan of action for the 
delivery of assistance and programs to im­
prove the adverse environmental and health 
problems of the Colonias. Such strategy and 
plan shall be provided to Congress not later 
than July 1, 1993. 

MUTUAL AND SELF-HELP HOUSING 

Amendment No. 70: Appropriates $12,750,000 
for Mutual and Self-Help Housing as pro­
posed by the Senate instead of $8,750,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

SUPERVISORY AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
GRANTS 

Amendment No. 71: Restores House lan­
guage and appropriates $2,500,000 for Super­
visory and Technical Assistance Grants. 

RURAL DEVELOPMENT GRANTS 

Amendment No. 72: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which adds "and 310B(j)" to the legislative 
citation. 

Amendment No. 73: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that $2,000,000 shall be avail­
able for grants to Statewide private, non­
profit public television systems in predomi­
nantly rural States to provide information 
and services on rural economics and agri­
culture. The language also provides that 
grants made to or to be made to these tele­
vision systems during fiscal years 1990 
through 1992 under the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act shall be deemed 
to have been made pursuant to section 
310B(j) of such Act. The House bill contained 
no similar provision. 

The conference agreement includes funds 
for the grants mentioned in the House report 
and the Senate bill and report. The con­
ference agreement also includes funds for the 
project administered by the North Dakota 
Agricultural Products Utilization Commis­
sion at the same level as in fiscal year 1992. 

Amendment No. 74: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert: : Provided further, That 
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amounts made available under this heading in 
fiscal year 1992 shall be available in fiscal year 
1993 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement deletes Senate 
language providing that $400,000 of the 
amount made available for Rural Develop­
ment Grants be available to the Vermont 
State Colleges. The agreement also extends 
the availability of funds appropriated in fis­
cal year 1992, including the grant for the 
Vermont State College. The conferees expect 
that grants provided in the fiscal year 1992 
Appropriations Act but not obligated in fis­
cal year 1992 will be obligated in fiscal year 
1993. 

Amendment No. 75: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing that $400,000 of the amount 
made available for Rural Development 
Grants be available to the North Central 
Kansas Electric Cooperative, Inc., Belleville, 
Kansas. The House bill contained no similar 
provision. 

Amendment No. 76: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing that $500,000 of the amount 
made available for Rural Development 
Grants be available to the City of Seminole, 
Oklahoma. The House bill contained no simi­
lar provision. 

EMERGENCY COMMUNITY WATER ASSISTANCE 
GRANTS 

Amendment No. 77: Appropriates $10,000,000 
for Emergency Community Water Assistance 
Grants as proposed by the Senate. The House 
bill contained no similar provision. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 78: Provides $679,920,000 for 
Farmers Home Administration, Salaries and 
Expenses as proposed by the House instead of 
$676,426,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 79: Provides for a transfer 
of $404,746,000 from the Rural Housing Insur­
ance Fund Program Account to the Salaries 
and Expenses Account instead of $404,846,000 
as proposed by the House and $401,202,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 80: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum named in said amend­
ment, insert: $100,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for a 
transfer of $100,000 from the Alcohol Fuels 
Credit Guarantee Program Account to the 
Salaries and Expenses Account instead of 
$150,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 

Amendment No. 81: Provides that $4,242,000 
shall be available for contracting with the 
National Rural Water Association or other 
equally qualified national organization for a 
circuit rider program instead of $3,985,000 as 
proposed by the House and $4,500,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 82: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing that none of the funds ap­
propriated by this Act may be used to relo­
cate the Hawaii State Office of the Farmers 
Home Administration from Hilo, Hawaii , to 
Honolulu, Hawaii. The conferees will expect 
the Department to maintain the State Office 
in Hilo. 

Amendment No. 83: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 

which provides that the Department shall es­
tablish and maintain a Farmers Home Ad­
ministration State Office in Nevada. The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION ADMINISTRATION 

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION AND TELEPHONE 
LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

Amendment No. 84: Provides not less than 
$239,250,000 for rural telephone loans as pro­
posed by the Senate instead of $219,325,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 85: Deletes House lan­
guage providing that loans may be modified 
in an amount not to exceed $266,000,000. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement for loans from the Rural Elec­
trification and Telephone Revolving Fund: 

LOAN LEVELS 

House bill Senate bill Conference 
agreement 

RETRF Loan Levels: 
Electric loans: 

REA insured ........ $625,035 ,000 $625,035,000 $625,035,000 
FFB insured ........ 813,450,000 813,450,000 813 ,450,000 

Total, electric 1,438,485,000 1,438,485,000 I ,438,485,000 

Telephone loans: 
REA insured ........ 219,325,000 239,250,000 239,250,000 
FFB insured 119,625 ,000 119,625,000 119,625,000 

Total , tele-
phone ......... 338,950,000 358.875,000 358,875,000 

Modified direct loans 266,000,000 ................... .............. . 

Total , RETRF loan 
levels . 2,043,435,000 1,797,360,000 1,797,360,000 

Amendment No. 86: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing that the Secretary of Agri­
culture shall submit a report to the Commit­
tee on Agriculture of the House of Rep­
resentatives and the Committee on Agri­
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen­
ate that proposes program participant cri­
teria for electric and telephone borrowers 
under the Rural Electrification Act of 1936. 

Amendment No. 87: Deletes House lan­
guage providing that no funds appropriated 
in this Act may be used to deny or reduce 
loans or loan advances based on a borrower's 
level of general funds. This provision has 
been enacted into permanent law and is no 
longer required in the Appropriations Act. 

Amendment No. 88: Deletes Senate lan­
guage regarding Rural Electrification Ad­
ministration borrowers. The conferees direct 
that, in the case of a borrower that prior to 
June 1, 1992, made an investment in a sub­
sidiary involving coal gasification, the re­
tained earnings of its coal and gas subsidi­
aries shall not be counted against the limita­
tion of section 312 of the Rural Electrifica­
tion Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 940b), and the bor­
rower shall not be required to raise its rates 
to offset any loss of such subsidiaries if the 
retained earnings of such subsidiaries exceed 
the amount of any loss, unless the Adminis­
trator of the Rural Electrification Adminis­
tration has determined that without such 
rate increase, the borrower will be unable to 
repay loans made or guaranteed under the 
Act. Furthermore, the conferees expect to be 
notified of any change to this directive. 

Amendment .No. 89: Appropriates 
$161 ,269,000 for the cost of direct loans as pro­
posed by the Senate instead of $157,609,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 90: Appropriates $35,388,000 
for the cost of guaranteed loans as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $35,475,000 as pro­
posed by the House. The conference agree­
ment also deletes House language appro­
priating $47,880,000 for the cost of loan modi­
fications. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement on the cost of loan subsidies asso­
ciated with the Rural Electrification and 
Telephone Revolving Fund: 

RETRF Loan Subsidies: 
Direct loans: 

Electric ........ 
Telephone .... 
REA· FFB 

loans ...... 
Modified di-

reel loans 

Total , RETRF 
loan sub-
sidies .... ... .... 

LOAN SUBSIDIES 

House bill Senate bill 

$117,319,000 $1 17,319,000 
40,290,000 43,950,000 

35,475,000 35,388,000 

47,880,000 

240,964,000 196,657,000 

Conference 
agreement 

$117,319,000 
43,950,000 

35,388,000 

196,657,000 

Amendment No. 91: Appropriates $29,163,000 
for administrative expenses necessary to 
carry out the direct and guaranteed loan 
programs as proposed by the House instead 
of $30,330,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

RURAL TELEPHONE BANK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

Amendment No. 92: Appropriates $8,632,000 
for administrative expenses necessary to 
carry out the loan programs of the Rural 
Telephone Bank as proposed by the House in­
stead of $8,977,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

RURAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT LOANS 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

Amendment No. 93: Provides $12,389,000 for 
loans from the Rural Economic Development 
Loans Program Account instead of $9,215,000 
as proposed by the House and $15,563,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 94: Appropriates $3,423,000 
for the cost of direct loans instead of 
$2,546,000 as proposed by the House and 
$4,300,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conferees expect a quarterly report on 
the operation of this subaccount, including 
the number and dollar amount of applica­
tions received, pending, approved, and re­
jected, to be submitted to the Committees on 
Appropriations. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 95: Provides $37,795,000 for 
Rural Electrification Administration, Sala­
ries and Expenses as proposed by the House 
instead of $39,307,000 as proposed by the Sen­
ate. 

Amendment No. 96: Provides for a transfer 
of $29,163,000 from the Rural Electrification 
and Telephone Loans Program Account to 
the Salaries and Expenses Account as pro­
posed by the House instead of $30,330,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 97: Provides for a transfer 
of $8,632,000 from the Rural Telephone Bank 
Program Account to the Salaries and Ex­
penses Account as proposed by the House in­
stead of $8,977,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

TITLE IV-DOMESTIC FOOD PROGRAMS 
FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 

CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAMS 

Amendment No. 98: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $6 ,826,553,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides a total 
of $6,826,553,000 for the Child Nutrition Pro­
grams, including a transfer of funds from 
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section 32, instead of $6,674,521,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $6,767,484,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. The conference agree­
ment reflects the Administration's increased 
mid-session review estimates for mandatory 
programs. 

Amendment No. 99: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $2,536,098,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement appropriates 
$2,536,098,000 for the Child Nutrition Pro­
grams instead of $2,384,066,000 as proposed by 
the House and $2,477,029,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. The conference agreement re­
flects the Administration's increased mid­
session review estimates for mandatory pro­
grams. 

Amendment No. 100: Provides that up to 
$3,780,000 shall be available for independent 
verification of school food service claims as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $4,083,000 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 101: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum named in said amend­
ment, insert: $1,661,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides that 
$1,661,000 shall be available to provide finan­
cial and other assistance to operate the Food 
Service Management Institute instead of 
$1,322,000 as proposed by the House and 
$2,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides for the 
Child Nutrition Programs at the following 
annual rates: 

TOTAL OBLIGATIONAL AUTHORITY 

House bill Senate bill Conference 
agreement 

Child Nutrition Pro-
grams: 

School lunch 
program ..... $3,959,805,000 $4,055,221 ,000 $4,055,221,000 

School break-
fast pro-
gram .......... 813,540,000 843,770,000 902.428,000 

State adminis-
trative ex-
penses ....... 77,931,000 77,086,000 77,086,000 

TOTAL OBLIGATIONAL AUTHORITY-Continued 

House bill 

Summer food 
service pro-
gram .......... 203,200,000 

Child care food 
program ..... 1,388,065,000 

Commodity 
procurement 212,740,000 

Nutrition stud-
ies and sur-
veys ..... ....... 3,835,000 

Nutrition edu-
cation and 
training ... ... 10,000,000 

Federal review 
system 4,083,000 

Food Service 
Management 
Institute ..... 1.322,000 

Dietary guide-
lines .. .......................... 

Total 6,674,521.000 

Senate bill 

215,651,000 

1,331 ,399,000 

223,492,000 

3,085,000 

10,000,000 

3,780,000 

2,000,000 

2,000,000 

6,767,484,000 

Conference 
agreement 

215,651.000 

1,331 .399,000 

223.492,000 

3,835,000 

10,000,000 

3,780,000 

1.661.000 

2,000,000 

6,826,553,000 

SPECIAL SUPPLEMENTAL FOOD PROGRAM FOR 
WOMEN, INFANTS, AND CHILDREN (WIC) 

Amendment No. 102: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that up to $3,000,000 may be 
used to carry out the farmer's market cou­
pon demonstration project. The House bill 
contained no similar provision. 

Amendment No. 103: Deletes Senate lan­
guage earmarking funds under the Special 
Supplemental Food Program for Women, In­
fants, and Children (WIC). The House bill 
contained no similar provision. The con­
ferees expect the Department to continue its 
efforts to address the program needs of the 
weed and seed initiative, a program to pro­
mote neighborhood revitalization and to re­
claim the neighborhoods embattled by drugs 
and crime. 

FOOD STAMP PROGRAM 

Amendment No. 104: Appropriates 
$28,115,357,000 for the Food Stamp Program 
instead of $26,719,691,000 as proposed by the 
House and $29,051,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

The conference agreement provides that 
$500,000, the same amount as the budget re­
quest, is available to provide competitive nu­
trition education grants consistent with sec­
tion 1761 of Public Law 101-624. 

The conference agreement also includes 
$1,000,000 to fund outreach programs to food 
stamp recipients, as authorized by section 
1759 of the Food, Agriculture, Conservation, 
and Trade Act of 1990. 

FOOD DONATIONS PROGRAMS FOR SELECTED 
GROUPS 

Amendment No. 105: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 

PUBLIC LAW 480 

TITLE I-CREDIT SALES 
Program level ... . 
Direct loans ...... ......... . 

Ocean Ieight differential ..... 

TITLE II-COMMODITIES FOR DISPOSITION ABROAD. 

Program level ................................................ ....................................................... ..................... ..... ................ .. .... .. ....................................... ............. . 
Appropriation ................ .. .. ...... .. ... ......... ................ ............ .................. ... ................. ................. ..... ..... ...... ... ... .. ..... ....... .. ........ .. ....................... .... .... .. .. 

TITLE Ill-COMMODITY GRANTS 

Program level .................................. ..... .... ........ . 
Appropriation ..... ........... .. .................. .......... .... .. .. 
loan subsidies .... ............ ...................... . 
Debt restructuring ................. .......................... .. ............ ........ .......... .. ... ..... ............................ .... ........ ............. ................. ................. . . ................................ . 

Salaries and expenses: 
General Sales Manager .................................................. ...................................... .. ........... ..................................... .. .................. .... ...... .......... ...... .. 
ASCS ... ..................................... .......... .......................... ........ .. .... .. .......... .... .. ....... ................. .............................. .. .... ..................................... ....... . 

Subtotal .. .................... .. ... ...................... .. ... ............. ...... .......... ................. .. .... ... ............... ... .. .................. . .......................... . 

Total, Public law 480: 
Program level ..................... ... ... ................. .. ................................... ......................................... ......... ...... . 

concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that funds remain available 
through September 30, 1994. 

TITLE V-FOREIGN ASSISTANCE AND 
RELATED PROGRAMS 

FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE 

MARKET PROMOTION PROGRAM 

The conferees strongly urge the Depart­
ment to consider developing a dry bean dem­
onstration program, including consideration 
of a proposal by the Michigan dry bean in­
dustry, the National Dry Bean Council, or 
other industry groups, to bring prospective 
buyers to the United States for meeting and 
seminars, to conduct market intelligence, 
and to perform trade servicing through qual­
ity control and trade service seminars. 

PUBLIC LAW 480 PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

Amendment No. 106: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend­
ment, insert: $509,996,000 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$509,996,000 for Public Law 480 title I direct 
loans instead of $511,619,000 as proposed by 
the House and $538,295,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 107: Appropriates 
$45,280,000 for ocean freight differential costs 
instead of $52,185,000 as proposed by the 
House and $43,064,000 as proposed by the Sen­
ate. 

Amendment No. 108: Appropriates 
$810,000,000 for title II commodities as pro­
posed by the Senate instead of $763,842,000 as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 109: Appropriates 
$333,594,000 for title III grants as proposed by 
the House instead of $344,269,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 110: Appropriates 
$342,003,000 for the cost of direct loans in­
stead of $317,800,000 as proposed by the House 
and $360,981,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 111: Appropriates $2,503,000 
for administrative expenses of the Public 
Law 480 Program as proposed by the Senate 
instead of $1,815,000 as proposed by the 
House. 
DEBT RESTRUCTURING UNDER THE ENTERPRISE 

FOR THE AMERICAS 

Amendment No. 112: Appropriates 
$40,000,000 for the cost of modifying direct 
credit agreements instead of $69,531,000 as 
proposed by the House and $13,183,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

The following table reflects the conference 
agreement on the Public Law 480 Program: 

House bill Senate bill Conference agreement 

($563,804,000) ($581 ,359 ,000) ($555,276,000) 
(511.619,000) (538,295,000) (509,966,000) 

52.185,000 43,064,000 45,280,000 

(763,842,000) (81 0,000 ,000) (810,000,000) 
763,842,000 810,000,000 810,000,000 

(333,594,000) (344,269,000) (333,594,000) 
333,594,000 344,269,000 333,594,000 
317,800,000 360,981 ,000 342,003,000 

69,531 ,000 13,183,000 40,000,000 

========================== 
1,242,000 1,467,000 1,467,000 

573,000 1,063,000 1,036,000 

1,815,000 2,503,000 2,503,000 

(1,661 ,240,000) (I ,735,628,000) (1,698,870,000) 
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PUBLIC LAW 480---Continued 

Appropriation ........ .. .. .. ....... . 

TITLE VI-RELATED AGENCIES AND 
FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
S ERVICES 

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 113: Appropriates 
$746,035,000 for the Food and Drug Adminis­
tration, Salaries and Expenses as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $744,135,000 as pro­
posed by the House. 

The conferees direct the Food and Drug 
Administration to publish the notice in re­
sponse to the petitions filed with the agency 
related to traditional carrageenan and PNG 
carrageenan on or before October 31 , 1992. 

Amendment No. 114: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate 
which provides that $1,900,000 of th~ ~unds 
available to the Food and Drug Admlmstra­
tion shall be available to fund a clinical 
pharmacology pilot program . The House bill 
contained no similar provision. 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 115.: Provides a limitation 
of $39,908,000 for the Farm Credit. Adminis­
tration as proposed by the Senate mstead of 
$38,686,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 116: Provides a limitation 
of $2 000 000 for the Office of the General 
Counsel 'or the Farm Credit Administration 
as proposed by the Senate in~tead of 
$1,853,000 as proposed by the House. 

TITLE VII-GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Amendment No. 117: Limits the Market 

Promotion Program to $147,734,000 instead of 
$75,000,000 as proposed by the House and 
$170,700,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

The Market Promotion Program should 
focus its resources on promoting value-added 
agricultural exports to maximize job cre­
ation. The Market Promotion Program 
should make certain that the content of ag­
ricultural products it promotes is predomi­
nantly U.S. grown and manufactured. Pro­
motion funds should be allotted to U.S.­
based participants which export agricultural 
products and should encourage sma~l~r. me­
dium-sized, and new-to-export part1c1pants. 
The Department is expected to review mar­
keting plans submitted to assure that prod­
ucts are predominantly U.S. grown and man­
ufactured. The conferees view the Market 
Promotion Program as a great resource for 
U.S. agriculture and the Nation. 

The conferees expect the Department to 
complete the evaluation of the Market Pro­
motion Program, as directed by the Senate 
report, by February 1, 1993. 

Amendment No. 118: Restores House lan­
guage providing that no funds in the Act are 
available to enroll additional acres in the 
Wetlands Reserve Program. 

Amendment No. 119: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

Restore the matter stricken by said 
amendment, amended to read as follows: 

SEC. 730. For loan guarantees authorized 
under sections 146~1469 of Public Law 101-624 
[or the Agricultural Resource Conservation 

Demonstration Program, $10,000,000. For the 
cost, as defined in section 502 of the Congres­
sional Budget Act of 1974, $3,644 ,000: Provided , 
That , hereafter, no other funds are available in 
this or any other Act to carry out this program, 
other than those provided for in advance in Ap­
propriations Acts, except [or the cost of admin­
istering the program: Provided further, That 
such limitation shall not apply with respect to 
the duties and obligations of the Secretary re­
garding any loan or note guarantees, interest 
assistance agreements, or other understandings 
entered into during fiscal year 1992, and the 
personnel of the Department shall carry out the 
duties and obligations of the Secretary, and any 
other requirements imposed on the Secretary re­
garding such Agricultural Resource Conserva­
tion Demonstration Loan Program with respect 
to the loan made and guaranteed in 1992. 

The managers on the part of the Senate 
will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement provides 
$10,000,000 in loans and $3,644,000 in subsidy 
costs for a nationwide program under the 
Agricultural Resource Conservation Dem­
onstration Program. The conferees note that 
Vermont is the only State where the pro­
gram is operational and expect the Depart­
ment to consider seriously giving Vermont 
priority in administering this program. The 
conference agreement also provides that 
funds will be available only to the extent 
provided in advance in Appropriations Acts. 

The action of the conferees does nothing to 
impact the fiscal year 1992 obligations under 
the program. 

Amendment No. 120: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The managers on the part of 
the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
by said amendment, insert: 

731. None of the funds appropriated or other­
wise made available by this Act shall be used to 
pay the salaries of personnel who carry out a 
program within the Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service for the purchase of 
computer hardware and software and other 
costs in support of long-range Information Re­
sources Management objectives in Automated 
Data Processing if the aggregate amount of 
funds transferred by the Commodity Credit Cor­
poration to the Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service for such purchases exceeds 
$52,400,000. 

SEC. 732 
The managers on the part of the Senate 

will move to concur in the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The conference agreement adds and re­
stores a section number and adds language 
limiting the amount of funds that can be 
withdrawn from the Commodity Credit Cor­
poration by the Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service for computer hard­
ware and software. 

Amendment No. 121: Deletes House lan­
guage reducing numerous accounts in the 
bill. 

Amendment No. 122: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing that not to exceed $4,000,000 
may be used to implement section 1458 of_the 
National Agricultural Research, Extenswn, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977. A feasibility 
study is provided under Cooperative State 
Research Service, Buildings and Facilities. 

August 7, 1992 

House bill Senate bill Conference agreement 

l ,538, 767,000 1.57 4,000,000 1.573,380.000 

Amendment No. 123: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing various findings by the Sen­
ate and a sense of the Senate regarding the 
Social Security earnings test. 

Amendment No. 124: Deletes Senate lan­
guage providing that an applicant for assist­
ance provided with funds appropriated under 
this Act shall provide to the Internal Reve­
nue Service information described in section 
6109 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and 
that upon a written request from the Direc­
tor of the Office of Management and Budget 
or the Director of the Congressional Budget 
Office, certain information be provided by 
the Internal Revenue Service. 

CONFERENCE TOTAL-WITH COMPARISONS 

The total new budget (obligational) au­
thority for the fiscal year 1993 recommended 
by the Committee of Conference, with com­
parisons to the fiscal year 1992 amount, the 
1993 budget estimates, and the House and 
Senate bills for 1993 follow: 

New budget (obligational) 
authority, fiscal year 
1992 ......................... .. .... .. 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) authority, 
fiscal year 1993 .............. .. 

House bill, fiscal year 1993 
Senate bill, fiscal year 1993 
Conference agreement, fis-

cal year 1993 ................... . 
Conference agreement 

compared with: 
New budget 

(obligational) author­
ity, fiscal year 1992 .. .... 

Budget estimates of new 
(obligational) author­
ity. fiscal year 1993 ...... 

House bill, fiscal year 
1993 ....... .. .. .. ................ . 

Senate bill, fiscal year 
1993 ............................ .. 

$52,526,238,000 

60,381,222,000 
58,907.757,212 
61,427,332,000 

60,547,821,000 

+8,021 ,583,000 

+ 166,599,000 

+$1,640,063,788 

. -879,511,000 
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